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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicants arguments filed 8/29/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2. In regards to applicant's arguments stating that Brady does not teach providing 
automated instructions, examiner respectfully disagrees. Brady teaches providing 
interpretations from previous users via the database. These interpretations are then 
used by the user to make a determination as to how best to handle the current situation. 
Further, these interpretations can be used to teach individuals. Therefore it is providing 
the user with instructions. They may not be an exact "cookbook" type process, however 
the applicant has only claimed "providing automated instructions" and therefore the 
interpretations fall under the definition of an instruction. The same applies applicant's 
argument regarding "generate a suggested action". The interpretations are suggestions 
provided to the user. They provide additional information for the user to take their next 
action. Therefore the interpretations are suggesting an action. Therefore, examiner 
withholds previous rejection dated 6/8/07 and repeated below. In addition, assuming 
arguendo that Brady fails to show the invention as claimed, the examiner has provided 
an additional 103 rejection (in view of Schultz US 6746329) based on other possible 
interpretations of the claims. This additional rejection can.be found after the repeated 
previous rejections below, under the Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 heading. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 1-25, and 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Brady et al. (US 7200612, filed: 3/23/01 ). 

3. Brady shows the invention as claimed, in the text as: 

4. Pertaining to claims 1,12, and 21 , a knowledge-based diagnostic imaging 
system, comprising: diagnostic equipment for analyzing a patient to obtain a new patient 
data set containing at least one of MR data, CT data, ultrasound data, x-ray data, 
SPECT data and PET data, said diagnostic equipment automatically analyzing said new 
patient data set (accepts input of data acquired from instrumentation, the 
instrumentation being diagnostic equipment, the data is then processed, column 3, lines 
35-40); a database containing past patient data sets for previously analyzed patients 
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(column 3, lines 25-34), said past patient data sets containing data indicative of 
physiologic parameters with respect to previously analyzed patients (in the example, the 
physiologic parameters can be stiffness, muscle tone, wall velocity values, etc of the 
heart, column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 10); a network for interconnecting said 
diagnostic equipment and said database to support access to said past patient data 
sets (column 3, lines 25-34) ; and a controller for accessing said database based on 
said new patient data set (the database can be accessed on the basis of the processed 
dataset, the part of the system that performs this action can be called a controller, 
column 3, lines 58-65). 

5. Pertaining to claims 2, 13, and 22, said diagnostic equipment is an ultrasound 
system and said new patient data set contains at least one ultrasound image 
(ultrasound images of the heart are used, ultrasonic images are acquired by an 
ultrasound system, column 3, line 66). 

6. Pertaining to claims 3, 14, and 23, said physiologic parameter is for the 
myocardium and said controller accesses said database based on at least one of an 
AV-plane, tissue velocity, systolic transition, myocardium period length, hypertrophy, 
diastolic point, heart size and heart shape (wall velocity values, etc., column 4, lines 1- 
10). 

7. Pertaining to claims 4, 15, and 24, said controller accesses said database based 
on at least one of contraction patterns and velocity profiles of the myocardium of the 
previously analyzed patients (as stated earlier, the controller can access the database 
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on the basis of the processed data, in this case the data being wall velocity values, 
column 4, lines 1-10). 

8. Pertaining to claims 5, 19, and 27, said diagnostic equipment highlights 
abnormalities in an image generated from said new patent data set (overlay on the 
image contour is a highlight, column 5, line 65-67). 

9. Pertaining to claims 6, and 28, said diagnostic equipment compares new and 
past patient data sets (data comparison, column 4, lines 53-56) to determine whether 
additional information is needed (the system can seek out additional information, 
column 6, lines 8-11). 

10. Pertaining to claims 7, and 16, said controller compares at least one of said past 
patient data sets to said new patient data set (data comparison, column 4, lines 53-56). 

11. Pertaining to claims 8, and 17, diagnostic equipment includes an ultrasound 
machine for generating a new patient image from said new patient data set (ultrasound 
images of the heart are used, ultrasonic images are acquired by an ultrasound system, 
column 3, line 66) and for identifying said physiologic parameter based on said new 
patient image (various physiological parameters are identified such as wall velocity, 
column 4, lines 1-10). 

12. Pertaining to claims 9, and 18, diagnostic equipment automatically measures 
values for said physiologic parameter from said new patient data set (column 4, lines 1- 
10). 
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13. Pertaining to claims 10, and 20, new and past patient data sets represent new 
and past patient images, respectively, said controller identifying matches between said 
new and past patient images (column 7, lines 29-33). 

14. Pertaining to claim 1 1 , controller further comprising a processor located separate 
and remote (remote location, column 5, lines 36) from said diagnostic equipment 
(processing software indicates the presence of a processor, column 7, lines 24-29), said 
processor comparing said new patient data set to said past patient data sets to identify 
matches (column 7, lines 29-33). 

15. Pertaining to claim 25, diagnostic equipment is located at a primary health care 
site (column 4, lines 48-56). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

17. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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18. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brady et 
al. (US 7200612, filed: 3/23/01) in view of Giger et al. (US 2001/0043729, filed: 2/2/01). 

19. Brady shows the invention substantially, as applied to claims 1-25, and 27-28 in 
the preceding rejection under 35 USC 102(e). 

20. Brady fails to show, with respect to claim 26, diagnostic equipment determines 
where said physiologic parameter for the new patient is abnormal. 

21 . Giger teaches, with respect to claim 26, diagnostic equipment determines where 
said physiologic parameter for the new patient is abnormal (the computer interprets the 
image to determine if a malignancy is present, malignancy being an abnormality [0009]). 

22. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have processed the image to determine if an abnormality is 
present, as taught by Giger, in the system of Brady, with the motivation that determining 
if an abnormality is present will provide the user of the system with a very useful piece 
of information which will allow them to better diagnose the patient, and thus increase the 
chances of success in treating the patient. There is a reasonable expectation of 
success to combine these references because both are directed towards imaging 
systems, which access a database of ultrasound images to assist a user in diagnosing a 
patient. 
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23. Claim s 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brady et al. (US 7200612, filed: 3/23/01 ) in view of Giger et al. (US 2001/0043729, filed: 
2/2/01 ) and further in view of Schultz (US 6735329). 

24. Brady and Giger show the invention substantially in the combinations above. 

25. Brady and Giger fail to show, providing automated instructions and generating a 
suggested action. 

26. Schultz shows, providing automated instructions and generating a suggested 
action (the steps taken during a particular procedure can be shown to the user, and a 
recommendation of the best step to take can be made, column 4, line 30-column 5, line 
55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to have provided an instruction or suggest an action to a user as 
taught by Schultz, with the motivation that this will provide extra assistance to the user 
in case the user forgets which step to take next, or to a user who may simply be unsure . 
of what step to take next, or even to a new user. Providing instructions will ensure that 
the user knows exactly what to do next in order to assess or improve the patient's 
health, thus eliminating possible errors that the user could make in being unsure of how 
to act. There is a reasonable expectation of success to combine these references, 
because they are related to accessing libraries of medical information to aid a user. 
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Conclusion 

27. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jonathan G. Cwern whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1 560. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 9:30AM - 
6:00PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Casler can be reached on 571-272-4956. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JC 

10/18/07 




